Action Item :
Agenda Item No. 1 2
Report to the 7=
A ub urn Clt,y Co un CII Cit}l ger’s Approval

T he Issue

Should the City Council Adopt an Updated Resolution for Nomination of Historical Buildings
and Places?

Conclusions and Recommendations

That the Historic Design Review Commission recommends that the City Council take the
following actions:

A. Adopt a Statutory Exemption prepared for the Updated Resolution for Nominating Process
for Historical Buildings and Places as the appropriate level of environmental review in
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and Guidelines;

B. Adopt an Updated Resolution for Nomination of Historical Buildings and Places to the
Auburn Register of Historical Places (Attachment 1 of Exhibit A — Resolution for
Nomination Process for Auburn Register of Historic Buildings & Places); and,

C. Adopt a Resolution establishing a fee schedule for the Nomination and/or Rescission of
Historical Buildings and Places process, as presented (Exhibit B).

Background
On April 8, 2013, the City Council continued the Updated Resolution for Historic Buildings and

Places Nomination Process for the Auburn Register of Historic Places to May 13, 2013.

Accordingly, staff updated the attached Resolutions to reflect the May 13, 2013 City Council
meeting date. : ,
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May 13, 2013

Additional Information

Please see the following attachments for more details:

City Council Staff Report dated April 8, 2013 with the following Exhibits & Attachments:

EXHIBITS

A — Resolution Updating the Nomination Process for Auburn Register of Historic Buildings and
Places with Attachment 1 — Nomination Process for Auburn Register of Historic Buildings

and Places
B — Resolution Adopting a Fee for Nominating Process for Auburn Register of Hlstonc
Buildings and Places :
ATTACHMENTS

A. - Historic Design Review Commission Excerpt Minutes dated March 5, 2013
B. Historic Design Review Staff Report dated March 5, 2013 with Attachments and Exhibits:

Attachment 1 — City Council Excerpt Minutes dated June 11, 2012
Attachment2 —  Section 159.490 of the Auburn Municipal Code Entitled H1stor1c

Preservation
Attachment 3 —  City of Auburn Resolution No. 82-198
Attachment 4 —  Auburn Register of Historic Places dated April 23, 2012

Exhibit A— HDRC Resolution No. 13 — with Attachment 1 — Updated Resolution for
Nomination of Historical Resources
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/I I\; N : Action Item
// " % ‘ : - Agenda Item No.
% Report to the
f %.‘ Auburn Clt-y CounCll City Manager’s Approval _

VT he Issue

Should the City Councﬂ Adopt an Updated Resolution for Nomination of Historical Buildings
and PIaces”

\

Conclusions and Recommendations

That the Historic Design Review Commission recommends that the City Council take the
following actions:

A. Adopt a Statutory Exemption prepared for the Updated Resolution for Nominating Process
for Historical Buildings and Places as the appropriate level of environmental review in
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and Guidelines;

B. Adopt an Updated Resolution for Nomination of Historical Buildings and Places to the
Auburn Register of Historical Places (Attachment 1 of Exhibit A — Resolution for

Nomination Process for Auburn Register of Historic Buildings & Places); and,

C. Adopt a Resolution establishing  a fee schedule for the Nomination and/or Rescission of
Historical Buildings and Places process, as presented (Exhibit B).

Project Description

The Community Development Department has prepared an updated Resolution for Historical
Buildings and Places Nomination Process for the Auburn Register of Historic Places. The
updated Resolution prescribes the application process; who .can nominate historic resources;
types of projects that may qualify for the City’s Local Register of Historic Places and amendment
or rescission of the Auburn Register.

The updated Resolution for Nomination of Historical Buildings and Places serves to supplement
Section 159.490 et. seq. entitled Historic Preservation (Attachment 2 of Exhibit B — Section

- 159.490 of the Auburn Municipal Code).

117



118

April 8, 2013

History

On June 11, 2012 the City Councﬂ considered whether or not to submit an . apphcatlon for
Certified Local Government (CLG) Status (Attachment 1 of Exhibit B — Czty Cotincil Excerpt

Minutes dated June 11, 2012).

After discussion and consideration of the merits of becoming a CLG, the City Council decided
not to submit an application to the California Office of Historic Preservation for Certified Local
Government Status and opted to continue with the City’s Historic Preservation Ordinance as
currently practiced (Motion: Kirby/Nesbitt/Approved 4:1 (Councilman Holmes voted no).

In addition, the City Council directed staff to update the Resolutlon for Nominating Process for
Historical Resources, which was last adopted in 1982 (Attachment 3 of Exhibit B — Resolution

No. 82-198). The resolutlon adopted in 1982 stipulates that:

An owner of real property may apply for historical status designation;
A public hearing before the City Council is required for historical designation;

Said building shall be at least 75 years old; and,
Alternate building regulations (i.e. Historical Building Code) can be applied for the

~ improvement and repair of historical designated buildings.

Background

On March 5, the Historic Design Review Commission made a recommendation of the Updated
Resolution for Nomination of Historical Resources (Attachment A — March 5, 2013 Historic
Design Review Commission Minutes and Attachment B - sttorzc Design Revzew Staff Report

dated March 3, 2013). .

~ After discussion of the item, the Historic Design Review Commission made both policy and edit

recommendations on the Resolution as follows (Bold/Italzc text represents added text. Strikeout
text-represents deleted text): ~

1. Resolution Title — To be consistent with the terminology used, the HDRC recommended that
the title of the Resolution be named “Nonnnauon Process For Aubum Reglster of I—hstonc

Buildings and Places Reseuizees”
2. Reseusces was replaced with Buildings and Places throughout.

3. Section 1 Purpose — Was revised as follows: The ICity of Auburn recognizes the
importance of historically significant resources and hereby establishes the following

guidelines, procedures, and criteria by-which-a-property-owner—shall-have-the-right-to-file-an

applieation to declare their property as having special historical significance to the City of
Auburn and to designate the property on the Auburn Register of Historic Buildings and

Places Resources.

4. Section 2 (A) Application — Historic Design Review ComtniSsion recommended at a 5:2
vote that the application submittal should be limited to the property owner vs. permitting
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ényone to submit an appiieation (Ayes: Luebkman, Willick, Briggs, Green & Spokely, Noes:
Combs and Kratzer-Yue; Absent: Vitas & Worthington) (See dlscussmn below and in HDRC
Staff Report Attachment B).

5. .Section 3 Application Information — Added. subsectlon (2) ii.. Submi_t,:;current and
hlstorlcal photographs of the resource; - S S e

6. Sectlon 4 Crlterla for Hlstonc Resource Desxgnatlon - Separated “S1gmﬁcance and
\“H1stoncal Integnty” cntena into separate subsections. - LR IS P S S

: : i'iz,'- :
7. Sectlon 5 (2) (A) “Retams aspects of 1ntegr1ty such as: locatxon desxgn settmg, matenals
workmanship, feelings, or association”. . L = :

8. Application Fees — The Historic Design -Review ‘Commission -:recommended that
- applications for historic designation should not be charged an application fee. The HDRC
also recommended a Resc1ss1on as: prov1ded in Section §: (B) should be charged a fee for

Resc1ss1on apphcatlons

Analyszs

A‘s.dlrected_-;by the City Council 'on June 11, 2012, the attached Resolution for Nomination of
-Historical ‘Buildings and.Places, as amended. by the Historic Design Review:Commission on

March 5, 2013, provides an updated process for Nomination of Historical Buildings and Places to -

Auburn’s Register of Historic Places.

As noted in the March 5, 2013, Historic De 'r.eport the up ‘é:t'.ed
Resolution for;Nomination of-Historical Buildings and Places serves to supplement Sect1on

159.490 et. seq. (Historic Preservation).

The updated Resolution also satisfies: Historic. Design Review Cormmssmn Powers and Dunes
contained in Sections 159.496 (A)(3) & 159.496 .(A)(8). Lo LR R R

Upon making six (6) edits outline above and recommending ‘two (2) policy .decisions noted
below (who can submit an application for historic designation and fees for an application), the
Historic Design Review Commission recommended that the City Council .take' the . actions

prov1ded in this Cxty Councﬂ staff report
1. Who Can Submzt an Applzcatzon to Nomznate a sttorzc Resource?

© One of the more-contentious issues regarding Nomination of Historical Resources is who can
submit an application to nominate a historical resource? Property owner; Public; Historical
Organization; Historical Design Review Commission; or, City Council? And can the
nominating individual/party nominate the historic resource over the objections of the property

owner?

In review of several Historic Preservation Ordinances, many of the ordinances reviewed by

the Community Development Department permit anyone to submit an application for historic
designation with a provision that lets a property owner to “opt out” from consideration. That

Page 3
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is, an owner may request that their property not be considered for historic designation by
providing correspondence to the recommending and/or decision making body at or prior to, a

noticed public hearing.

Consistent with the existing Resolution No. 82-198, the draft Resolution requires the
property owner’s authorization to submit an application to the Historic Design Review
Commission. The Historic Design Review Commission agreed and recommended that the
draft Resolution include provisions that authorized only the property owner to submit an
application for designation. Should the City Council decide to allow other parties/interested
persons to submit an application, staff recommends that the City Council direct staff to bring
back the Resolution for further consideration as other Sections, including but not hrmted to,
Private Owner Objection prov151ons will need to be added to the Resolution.

2. What fees should be charged for an applzcaz‘zon ?

In an effort to encourage applicants to de51gnate the1r property, the HDRC recommended that
applications be processed at no charge. Additionally, the Historic Design Review
Commission recommended that Rescission applications be charged a fee. If the Council
decides to charge a fee for a Rescission application, staff recommends the fee be “at cost”
with a $500.00 deposit (Exhibit B — Resolution Adopting a Fee for Nomination/Rescission).
Another option for a fee would be a fixed fee of $741.00. Staff analyzed the process and
time incurred for either a Nomination or Resc1s51on apphcatmn and both resulted in a fee of

$741.00..

Alternatwes Available; Implications of Alternatives

A.

Adopt Resolution for updated Nomination Process for Auburn Register of Historic
Buildings and Places as presented; or, '

B.  Adopt Resolution for updated fee schedule for Nomination/Rescission Process for Auburn
Register of Historic Buildings and Places as presented; or,

C. Provide further direction to staff.

F iscal Impact(s)

~ There will be additional costs associated with staff time to process applications for Historic

Designation.

Fees for Rescission are proposed to be collected at cost. A deposit will be required to cover the

~ costs of Rescissions applications.
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A_tLdiﬁonal Inférmation

Please see the following attachments for mdre details:

A= Resolutlon Updating the Nomination Process for Auburn Register of Historic Buildings and
~ Places with Attachment 1 —~ Nomination Process Jor Auburn Register of Historic Buildings

and Places
B - Resolution Adopting a Fee for Nominating Process for Auburn Register of Historic
Bmldmgs and Places .
ATTACHMENTS

A. Historic Design Review Commission Excerpt Minutes dated March 5, 2013

B. I;Iistoric Design Review Staff Report dated March 5, 2013 with Attachments and Exhibits:

ﬁ'achmént 1~ City Council Excerpt Minutes dated June 11, 2012 ,
Attachment 2 -  Section 159.490 of the Auburn Municipal Code Entitled Historic
SR - Preservation .

Attachment 3~  City of Auburn Resolution No. 82-198

Attachment 4 —  Auburn Register of Historic Places dated April 23, 2012

Exhibit A—-  HDRC Resolutmn No. 13 — with Attachment 1 — Updated Resolutzon for
' Nomination of Historical Resources . :
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EXHIBIT A
RESOLUTION NO. 13- |

A RESOLUTION UPDATING THE NOMINATION PROCESS FOR AUBURN
REGISTER OF HISTORIC BUILDINGS AND PLACES

WHEREAS, on June 11, 2012, the City Council directed staff to update

the Resolution for Nominating Process for Historical Buildings and Places; and

WHEREAS, on March 5, 2013, the Historic Design Review Commission
(HDRC) recommended that the City Council adopt the Resolution as amended
by the Historic Design Review Commission, attached herewith as Attachment

1 and incorporated herein by reference.

WHEREAS, on April 8, 2013, the City Council continued the Updated
Resolution for Historic Buildings and Places Nomination Process for the Auburn

Register of Historic Places to May 13, 2013.

WHEREAS, on May 13, 2013, the - City Council considered the
recommendations of the Historic Design Review Commission (HDRC) and

received public testimony on the updated Resolution for Nominating Process for]

Auburn Register of Historic Buildings and Places.

WHEREAS, on May 13 2013, the City Council adopted the updated
Resolution for Nominating Process for Auburn: Register of Historic Buildings and

Places, as amended by the Historic Design Review Commission.
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Auburn:

Thé_ City Council of the City of Auburn hereby adopts the updated
Resolution for Nomination Process for Auburn Register of Historic Buildings and

_Places.

DATED: May 13, 2013

Kevin Hanley, Mayor

ATTEST:

Stephanie L. Snyder, City Clerk

I, Stephanie L. Snyder, City Clerk of the City of Auburn, hereby certify
that the foregoing resolution was duly passed at a regular meeting of the City
of Auburn held on May 13, 2013 by the following vote on roll call:

Ayes:
Noes:
Absent:

Stephanie L. Snyder, City Clerk




ATTACHMENT 1

... NOMINATION PROCESS FOR AUBURN REGISTER OF HISTORIC .

BUILDINGS AND PLACES
Section 1 . Purpose _ R
Section2 . Designation Process .
Section 3 “Application Information - A -
Section 4 Criteria for Historic Resource Designation e
Section 5 Procedures to Amend or Rescind Desig_‘hation of a Historic Resource
Section 1 Purpose.

The City of Auburn recognizes the importance of historically significant resources and
hereby establishes the _fqllowiv_ng guidelines, procedures, and criteria to declare property
as having special historical significance to. the City of Auburn and to designate the
property on the Auburn Register of Historic Buildings and Places. . ..

Section2 . Designation Process. . . . .

(A)

®)

(D)

. pursuant to Section 3below. ., . ...

| Thzé fo"o'w.i.ﬁ.g pt"bc:és.s' will be used to 'Eeview _an;d‘desi'gna,te historic buildings and places:

.Application. . A request to dgé_igna_t__e a property for.the Auburn Regiéter may be

initiated by the owner,of the property upon submittal of a complete application

| Sf&y bf Wbr{k.ls Wh'il'le a:nv é'pp:liCa.tion”i‘s bein.g cohéidered»by _tﬁe City,l no work shall

be conducted that would require Historic Design Review Commission approval in
accordance with Section 159.497(C)(1). e B

Review by Community Development Department. Upon submittal of a complete
application, the Community Development Department shall review an application
against the guidelines and criteria of this resolution. :

HDkC Review. The Historic Design Review Commission shall hold a public hearing
to review and recommend approval of, in whole or in part, or disapproval of the

'appliqafqion for designation in writing to the City Council, setting forth the reasohs

for the decision. Public Notice for the hearing shall be provided ‘pursuant to
Section 2(H) below. L

City Council Review and Action. After receiving the Historic Design Review
Commission’s recommendations, the City Council shall review the request for
designation and may pass a resolution to approve the recommendations in whole

125



126

(F)

(G)

(H)

ATTACHMENT 1

or in part, or may by motion disapprove them in their entirety. Public Notice for
the hearing shall be provided pursuant to Section 2(H) below. The City Council’s

‘decision shall be provided to the applicant in writing.

Add to Register. Properties designated by the City Council shall be added to the
Auburn Register of Historic Building and Places by the Community Development
Department. The Register shall clearly identify the designated historical resource

category applied to the property.

Recording Requirements. All historic designations in the City of Auburn shall be
officially recorded with the property deeds at the Placer County Recorder’s Office.
The recorded information on the property deed shall state:

"The property identified as (insert street name and address) also
identified as Assessor’s Parcel No. (Insert APN) was designhated as a-
(insert designation category — Historic Building; Point of Historic Interest;
Historic Land Site) by the City of Auburn City Council on (insert month,
day and year). As a designated historic property in the City of Auburn,
this property is subject to the rules and regulations set forth in the
Historic Preservation Ordinance identified as Section 159.490 et. seq. of

the Auburn Municipal Code.

Notice of Public Hearing. Notice of date, place, time, and purpose of hearing shall
be provided in accordance with Section 159.460 et. seq., excepting that notice
shall be provided to persons owning property within 100 feet of the affected
property. Failure to receive notice of such hearing shall in no way effect the

validity of the action taken.

Section 3 Application Information.

An application for historic designation of property shall include the following
information: '

(A)

(B)

A completed application form as provided by the Community Development
Department. :

Such additional information, as specified on forms provided by the Department,
that an informed decision can be rendered using the criteria established by this
resolution. The application information shall include, but not be limited to the

‘following:

1.  An adequately developed historic context, including identified property type
according to the Guidelines for Preservation Planning in the Secretary of the



ATTACHMENT 1

Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for the Treatment of Historic Properties.
2. . Sufficient infermation about the appearance, condition and. associative
values of the property to be evaluated to: T TR

L i

-.iv. Compare its features or characterrstlcs ~with those expected for its
historic type; L .
« V. . Define the physical extent of the h:storrc resource;
vi. Describe the pertinent and srgmfrcant hrstorlcal contexts of the
. -.historic resource; . - : S -
vii.  Assess the integrity of the hlStOl"lC resource relatsve to that needed to
represent the context; and,
vili. - Additional .information . as_ydetermmed necessary :by--the.: City. of
. -Auburn . o _ N
Section 4 Criteria for Historic Resource Designation,

Accurately locate the property,

Submit.current and historical photographs of the resource

Classrfy it as to historic resource type {e.g. Historic. Burldmg, Point of
Historic Interest; Historic Land Site); -

A historrc résoUrce may be designated on the Auburn Register if the. resonrce meets any
one of the following criteria of srgmﬂcance within a glven historic.context and retains its

historical mtegrrty

1. Significan,pe:Criteria;, , N

(A) Assocrated with events that made a sugmf:cant contrrbutlon o the broad patterns

- . of Auburn’s. History. i . y
(B).« Assocrated with the hves of persons srgmflcant in Auburn s, past

(€

Embodres,the dﬁas_tlnctrye_.:chara,cten_str_cs_g_ of -a type, period, or method of
construction; or that represents the work of a master; or that possesses high

-..-artistic values; or that represents a signiﬁcant_andz_‘.,,dj_stinguishable entity whose
- ..components may lack individual distinction. .. SR

(D) - Has yielded, or may be likely to. yreld mformatron rmportant to Auburn’s hlstory or

prehistory.

2. Historical Integrity Criteria: - . . . ..

(A) Retains asp'ects of . integrrty such as: ldqatf,on, -design, ..setting, | materials,
workmanshrp, feelings or association. .. -
{B) Achieved significance within the past 50 years ifitis of exceptronal importance.

Section 5 Procedures to Amend or Rescind Designation of a Historic Resource.
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Grounds for Amendment or Rescission. Historic resources may be removed from
the Auburn Register of Historic Resources, or have their historic status amended, if
any of the following criteria are met:

1.

The resource no longer meets the criteria for listing in the Auburn Register
because the qualities which caused it to be hsted ongmally have been lost or

destroyed.
Additional information shows that the property does not meet the Auburn

Register criteria for eligibility;
Errors in professional judgment as to whether the property meets the criteria

for eligibility have occurred;
Prejudicial procedural errors in the nomination or listing process have

cccurred.

Process to Amendment or Rescission. Historic resources may be amended or
removed from the Auburn Register by the City Council upon recommendation of
the Historic Design Review Commission as follows:

1.

Application. Application to amend or rescind a resource may be initiated by
the Community Development Director, Historic Design Review Commission,
City Council, or by the owner of the property. An application shall be
provided pursuant to Section 3 above. :

Application Processing. An application for amendment or rescission shall be
processed as in Section 2, except as modified herein:

i.  Stay of Work. While an application for rescission being considered by

the City, no work shall be conducted that would require Historic Design
Review Commission approval in accordance with Section 159.497(C)(1).

ii.:  Amend Register. Following determination by the City Council to amend
or rescind a  historic resource, the Community Development
Department shall revise the Auburn Register to clearly ldentlfy the
change of status for the historic resource.

iii. Recording Requirements. Following determination by the City Council

to amend or rescind a historic resource, the Community Development

" Department shall record the appropriate documentation to change the
property notification regarding the status for the historic resource.
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| establishes an initial deposit of $500.00 for Rescission applications, which shali

- EXHIBIT B
RESOLUTION NO. 13- '

RESOLUTION ADOPTING A FEE FOR NOMINATION/RESCISSION PROCESS FOR|
AUBURN REGISTER OF HISTORIC BUILDINGS AND PLACES

THE CITY OF AUBURN DOES HEREBY RESOLVE:
That the City Council of the City of Auburn does hereby authorizeg -
Historic Nomination applications be processed at no charge and hereby

be processed, at cost, for the Auburn Register of Historic Buildings and Places.

DATED: May 13, 2013

Kevin Hanley, Mayor

ATTEST:

Stephanie L. Snyder, City Clerk

I, Stephanie L. Snyder, City Clerk of the City of Auburn, hereby ceftify
that the foregoing resolution was duly passed at a regular meeting of the City
of Auburn held on the 13th day of May, 2013 by the following vote on roll call:

Ayes:
Noes:
Absent:

Stephanie L. Snyder, City Clerk
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ATTACHMENT A

, MINUTES OF THE
'AUBURN CITY HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION MEETING
March 5,2013 i em e

The regular session of the Auburn C1ty Hrstonc Des1gn Revrew Coxmmssmn meetmg was called
to order on March 3, 2013 at 6:00 p.m. by Chair Spokely in the Council Chambers, 1225 Lincoln

. Way, Auburn, California._
CdMMISSIONERS PRESENT _Bnggs Combs Green Luebkeman Kratzer-Yue

Willick, Spokely
.COMMISSIONERS ABSENT: = Worthmgton Vitas
.STAFF PRESENT R erl Wong, Commumty Development Director

Reg Murray, Senior Planner
- -Lance E. Lowe, AICP, Associate Planner
I.  CALL TO ORDER
1L PLEﬁéE OF ALLEGIANCE

I APPROVAL OF MINUTES

L 5' ’Approved Februj _1_91 2013 as presented‘
IV j:_,"'fg'PUBLIC COM:MENT I
None |
V.  COMMISSION BUSINESS
A. Hlstorlc ReSonree Nonilnation Proeess for the Auburn Reglster -b

Planner Lowe provided an overview .of the background and updated Resolution
Process for the Auburn Register, it fa g

. Planner Lowe poted that. the updated Resolution worked in conjunction with the
City’s Preservation Ordmance and does not amend or. supersede any provisions of
the City’s Code. Planner Lowe concluded his presentatron with describing the

provisions of the Resolutron

Planner Lowe also noted that staff is recomrnendmg that an apphcatlon be charged
~ atno fee in order to promote the program L
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Historic Design Review Commission Minutes
March 5, 2013

Commissioner Combs thanked staff and the effort Iﬁut into the Resolution.

Commissioner Combs asked if the 1982 Resolution was the only document relating
to the Auburn Register. Commissioner Combs questioned, by what instrument, the

Auburn Register was created.

Planner Lowe noted that the Auburn Register is referred to in the City’s Historic

 Preservation Ordinance. Resolutions were adopted by the City Council assigning

buildings to the Auburn Register since 1977.

Director Wong noted that the adopted Resolutions assigned buildings to the Auburn
Register as either: 1) Historic Buildings; 2) Points of Historic Interest; or, Historic
Land Sites. The adopted Resolutions make up the Auburn Register of Historic

Places. -

Planner Lowe noted that according to the Historic Preservation Ordinance, a
Historic Resource is defined more broadly to account for the various types of

resources that may be designed.

Commissioner Combs asked about the Statutory Exemption prepared for the
project. ‘

Planner Lowe replied that every discretionary action considered by the City may be
subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). CEQA requires that
the environmental consequences of a discretionary action be considered. In this
case, staff has determined that the project is Statutorily Exempt meaning that staff
has determined with certainty that the action will not have any negativé

environmental ramifications.

Commmissioner Kratzer-Yue asked for clarification on the draft Resolution.

Director Wong clarified what the Resolution attempts to accomplish; a consistent
method to nominate historic resourées.

Commission Combs commented that the Resolution and Auburn Register of
Historic Places should be consistent on how resources are identified.

Commissioner Combs asked if, in staff’s research, did any of the ordinances allow

“only the property owner to designate property?

Planner Lowe replied that he did not recall if any of the ordinances only allowed the
property owner to designate property.

In drafting the Resolution, staff followed the same provisions contained in the 1982
Resolution that allowed only the property owner to designate property.
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Historic Design Review Commission Minutes

March 5, 2013

Commxssxoner Luebkeman asked about the propertles located outside of the
Historical Design Review Districts. If properties were located outside of the
Hlstoncal  Design Review District, what body would review the property‘7

Planner Lowe replied that per the Clty s Historic Preservatlon Ordinance, the
Historical Design Rewew Comxmssmn would review the pI‘OjGCt '

Commissioner Luebkenman asked about the 50 year time hrmt regardmg historical
_Tesources in Sectlon 4 of. the resolution. . T

,Planner Lowe replied that generally properties 50 years or older are generally apt to
be historic in nature and could be nominated if the historic resource was maintained.
However, that does not mean that properties are automnatically historic. Also, a
.resource may be significant if it is less than 50 years old, but maintains certain

historic aspects which may be significant.

Commissioner Combs clarified.the. 50 year requuement in Section 4 of the draft
resolution and recommends that a period of . 51gn1ﬁcance should be included

considering the context of the penod

Commlssmner Combs also noted that v.Sé‘ctivon 3 should be further clarified and

terms “Slgmﬁcance and “Integnty” should be further clanfxed and deﬁned

Comrmssmner Combs asked about the Purpose Statement in Sectlon 1 that the
_property owner. shall have a right to submit-an application. The purpose statement

should focus on the historic resource and not the applicant. Accordingly, Section 1
should be reworded to remove the property owner and apphcatlon language

R Commlssmner Combs also asked about any appeal processes that an apphcant may
have

Planner Lowe rephed that the Hlstonc De31gn Rev1ew Commxssxon is the
recommendmg body to the C1ty Council. - Considering that the City Council is the
final decision making body on all historical resource designations, no appeal
process is necessary. Should the Historic Design Review Commission make a
recommendatlon of approval or denial, then that approval will be. presented before

the City Council as recommended.

Comrmssmner Combs 1nqu1red about the mtent of the deed notice provisions of the

resolution.

Planner Lowe rephed that the deed notice serves to notice the property owners that

they will be subject to the City’s Historic Design Review provisions. Additionally,
should a property owner make alterations requiring Historic Design Review

Page 3 of 9
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Commission approval, the Community Development Department will have greater
enforceability of the City’s provisions if a deed notice is recorded.

Director Wong noted that the draft resolution fulfills Powers and Duties sections of
the Historic Preservation Ordinance. -

Commissioner Kratzer-Yue had questions regarding the criteria for historic
designation.

Director Wong noted that the draft resolution is an update of the nomination process
as directed by the City Council. Currently, the nomination process has been last
adopted in 1982. The updated resolution also fulfills Powers and Duties of the

* City’s Historic Preservation Ordinance.

Commissioner Willick noted that there is value in having a resolution that is more
broad than one that is very specific. :

Commissioner Willick noted that he liked the approach that limited the application
submittal to the property owner.

Chairman Spokely commented that he also agreed with limiting the application
submittal process to the property owner. : .

Chairman Spokely opened the discussion to public comment.

Michael Otten, President of the Placer County Historical Society addressed the
Commission.

Mr. Otten wanted clarification as to the application process. Is there an application
process currently? ' '

Planner Lowe replied that an application through the Community Development in
accordance with the current resolution would be required. The Community
Development Department has a generic application that would be used.

Mr. Otten recommended that the City take a look at the City of Glendale’s
application and submitted an example to the Historic Design Review Commission.

Mr. Otten has reviewed the resolution and believes that the resolution should be
more broad considering Auburn’s diverse historic resources.

Mr. Otten recommended that the Community Development Department develop a
specific application for the designation of historic resources.
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- Mr. Otten noted that the nomination process seemed to need additional work. Mr.
Otten believed that anyone should be.able to submit an application for a hlStOI‘lC

resource besrdes the property owner.
| VChalrman Spokely closed the pubhc comment penod

Chairman Spokely thought 1t best to go over the proposed text changes proposed by
Commissioner Combs. - . S S T

Planner Lowe outlmed the changes proposed by Comrmssmner Combs starting with
the Purpose Statement in Section 1.

V '.Director W_ong reworded the Purpose Statement in Section 1 as follows:

“The City’ of Auburn recognizes the importance of historically significant
;resourges, and hereby establishes the following guidelines, procedures, and criteria
to declare property as having special historical significance to the City of Auburn
and to de51gnate the property on the Auburn Regrster of Hrstorlc Buildings and

. -Places,”

Planner Lowe dlscussed Section 2 that hrmts the apphcatlon to the property

. owner. .. The Historic Desrgn Review Cominission- may Want to get consensus on

this one issue.

-.Commissioner, Combs ‘noted . that An- order .to_protect.-and preserve a historic
resource, any 1nterested party should be able to submit an application. Perhaps,
. there should be two different categories of- designation: : 1 ¢ategory would be to
1dent1fy propertres that could be eligible. for nomination or.which have historic
value and the 2™ category would be those propertres that were offrcrally on the

City’s Historic Registry. .-,

Director Wong noted that the draft resolution :for nominating of hrstoncal

resources is under consideration by the Historic Design Review Commission. If

- there is a desire to create a separate list of eligible properties in the City, anyone
- can put a list together-identifying historical resources, but that'should be done
apart from consideration of the resolution that the City Council will consider.

: Comrmssmner Combs asked if any of the hrstonc Tesources.are currently outside
of the Historic District? S

Drrector Wong noted that all of the designated: historic resources on the City
Registry are within the Historic District. If a historic resource is designated, it
will be subject to the City’s Historic Preservation Ordmance which includes

Historic Design Review Commission review and approval

Page 5 of 9
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Chairman Spokely noted that in h1s opinion, applications for historic designation
should be the demsmn of the property owner.

Commissioner Combs noted that she was not very comfortable with the current
version of the resolution. Commissioner Combs noted that she had a number of
questions and possible edits that should be con31dered

. Chairman Spol;ely noted that the possible edits should be discussed and a

consensus should be reached on the policy issues so the Commission could
determine whether or not this item should come back for review.

Commissioner Combs noted that many of the historic preservation ordinances she
is familiar with lets anyone nominate a historic resource and allows the property

owner to opt out if they so choose.

Commiissioner Combs noted other edlts for Historic Demgn Review Comrmssmn
conmderanon

Planner Lowe outlined the following reconnnended changes as recommended by
Comrmssmner Combs:

1. Resolut10n Title should be changed from Historic Resources to Buildings &
Places

2. Section 3 - Apphcants should submlt current and hlstoncal photographs;

3. Sectlon 4 - The Significance and Historical Integrity sections should be
separated from one another. :

4. Section4 — “Feehngs should be added to aspects of Integnty

'~ The HDRC agreed with the proposed changes presented by Commlssmner

Combs.

Planner Lowe noted that the policy question of who can nominate a historic
resource was still outstanding. :

Commissioner Willick recommended that only an applicant should be able to
submit an application.

- Chairman Spokely agreed with Comrmssmner Willick and polied the commission

on who can submit an application for nomination.

AYES: Luebkeman, Willick, Briggs, Green, & Spokely
NOES: Combs & Kratzer-Yue
Page 6 of 9
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" ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: Worthington & Vitas

The motion was APPROVED.

Planner Lowe noted that the last outstanding policy issue was the question of fees.
Staff is proposing that applications be submitted at no cost. Alternatively, an
- application fee of $33.00, which is the same as Historic Design Review
apphcauons could be considered. Thn'dly, at cost applications could be
considered; however, staff will have to qualify the apphcatlon fees for at cost

applications.

vaerCtOI' Wong recommended that apphcatlons be considered at no cost but that
rescission should pay an at cost fee. Staff will be required to qualify the at cost

fee for a rescission.

The Hlstonc Design Rev:ew Commlss1on recommended that applications be
charged at no fee with an at cost rescission fee.

,Dxrector Wong noted that the edits proposed are . not substannal and questioned
whether or not the Historic De31gn Review Commission warnted to see the revised
text in two weeks or does.the commission feel comfortable with the resolution

‘moving forward to the City Councﬂ w1th the proposed changes"

' VCommlssmner Luebkematl recommended that he would hke to see this move

:Vforward with the edits.

Commissioner Luebkeman MOVED to Approve Resolutlon 13 3 as amended by
- the Historic Design Review Commission. - R

Comnussxoner Bnggs SECONDED the motion.

T AYES o ,Luebkeman Willick, Bnggs Green & Spokely
NOES: - Combs & Kratzer-Yue
., ABSTAIN: . None . .
ABSENT:. ~ Worthington & Vitas
The motion was APPROVED.

. Commission Powers and Duties (AMC §159.496).

~Planner Murray presented the Commission Powers and Duties discussion and
provided an overview of the past actions by the Historic Design Review

Commission.

Page 7 of 9
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Chairman Spokely noted that this was a discussion that the HDRC started some
months ago and that sub-committees were created.

Commissioner Luebkeman inquired about the powers and duties list 1 through 10
and wanted to know what the Commission’s preference was to each of the powers
and duties. ' ' '

Planner Murray noted that each Conﬁnissioner routinely reviews Historic Design
Review applications, but has additional powers and duties which the HDRC may

want undertake. ‘

Commissioner Combs noted that she appreciates the discussion and notes that the
HDRC powers and duties are more than reviewing Historic Design Review

applications. :

Commissioner Luebkeman asked about the intent about forming sub-committee or
ad-hoc committees? '

Chairman Spokely noted that it was his recommendation to form smaller groups so
that each of the powers and duties could be more thoroughly explored.

Commissioner Green asked if number five was in the form of a design guideline?

Director Wong noted that when the City’s streetscape was completed, the Historic -
Design Review Commission directed staff to provide streetscape design information
to perspective applicants so that their proposals could be consistent, where

applicable.

" Chairman Spokely asked the commissioners which sub-committees they would like

to join?

Planner Murray noted that staff provided a matrix in the staff report outlining the
sub-committees that are being contemplated and interest by the HDRC.

- Chairman Spokely notéd that in moving this forward, he envisioned that each of the

commissioner’s would join a sub-committee to further explore the HDRC powers
and duties.

Chairman Spokely recommended that commissioners send an e-mail to staff
notifying them of sub-committees that they have interest in joining. '

Chairman Spokely noted that two Plahning Commissioners are absent so would like

~ to continue this discussion to the next Historic Design Review Commission

meeting.

Page 8 of 9 -
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The HDRC meeting was continued to the Marchl9th HDRC meetigg-.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT FOLLOW-UP REPORTS

“A.  City Council Meetmgs '

None
B. Future I—hstonc Desxgn Rev1ew Commlssxon Meetmgs

Dn‘ector Wong noted that the Hlstonc Des1gn Rev1ew Cormmssmn may have a
meeting on March 19t ' 4 ki _

C. Reports

None

- HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION REPORTS * =

~.Nope =~

.. None .

ADJ OURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at 8 30 p.m.

| Respectfully submltted

~Lance E. Lowe, Associate Planner .

Page 9 of 9
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ATTACHMENT B

CITY OF AUBURN

Staff Report . ITEM NO.
Historic Design Review Commission . VA

Meeting Date: March 5, 2013
Prepared by: Lance E. Lowe, AICP, Associate Planner

ITEM V-A: HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW - HISTORICAL RESOURCE
: NOMINATION PROCESS FOR THE AUBURN REGISTER OF

HISTORIC RESOURCES ~ ADMIN FILE 208.6.

REQUEST: Historic Design Review Commission Recommendation to the City Council
on an Updated Resolution for Historical Resource Nomination Process for

the Auburn Register of Historic Resources.

RECOMMENDED MOTION (APPROVAL):
That the Historic Design Review Commission take the following actions:

Adopt HDRC Resolution No. 13-3as presented (Exhibit A), or as modified by the Historic
Design Review Commission, recommending that the City Council take the following actions:

1. Adopt a Statutory Exemption, prepared for the Updated Resolution for Nominating Process
for Historical Resources as the appropriate level of environmental review in accordance with

the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and Guidelines; and,

2. Adopt an Updated Resolution for Nomination of Historical Resources to the Aubiirn Register
as presented in the staff report, : :

BACKGROUND:

On June 11, 2012, the City Council considered whether or not to submit an application for |
Certified Local Government (CLG) Status (Attachment 1 — City Council Minutes dated June 11,

2012).

After discussion and consideration of the merits of becoming a CLG, the City Council decided
not to submit an application to the California Office of Historic Preservation for Certified Local
Government Status and opted to continue with the City’s Historic Preservation Ordinance as
currently practiced (Attachment 2 — Section 159.490 of Auburn Municipal Code).

* In addition, the City Council directed staff to update the Resolution for Nominating Process for
Historical Resources, which was adopted in 1982 (Attachment 3 —Resolution No. 82-198). The

resolution adopted in 1982 stipulates the following:

An owner of real property may apply for historical status designation;

A public hearing before the City Council is required for historical designation;

Said building shall be at least 75 years old; and,

Alternate building regulations (i.e. Historical - Building Code) can be applied for the
improvement and repair of historical designated buildings. '
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As a follow up to the City Council’s direction, the Community Development Department is
seeking a Historic Design Review Commission recommendation on the update of the Resolution
for Historical Resource Nomination Process for Aubum Reglster of Historic Resources. The
updated Resolution for Nomination of Historical Resources serves to supplement Section
159.490 (Historic Preservation) et. seq. attached herewith as Attachment 2 — Section 159490
Historic Preservation. Note that the proposed Resolution. does not supersede or amend any of
he noted sectlons but works in conjunctjon | Wlth the provisions. SRS L

» Spemfically, Sectlon 159 499 of the Auburn Mumclpal Code entxtled Decleuauon of- Hjstouc
‘Buildings and Places authorizes the Council, by resolution, to establish guidelines for the
declaration of historical sites, areas, buildings and structures within the City stated as follows:

§159.499. DECLARATION OF HISTORIC BUILDINGS AND PLACES.

“The Council may, by resolutxon estabhsh gmdehnes for the declaratxon of hlstoncal sxtes, areas,
" -buildings and structurés mthxn the cuy and desxgnate all such Iocatxons and structures as havmg
'special- historical ‘significance in a Separate register of historical bul}dmgs (such as the Auburn
Register of Historic Buildings and Places) to be maintained by the Community Development
Department. All sites, areas, buildings or structures on the reg:ster sha]l be subject to the
requlrements of this. chapter (Ord 04-8 eff 11- 15—2004) :

PROJECT DES CRIPTION

As dxrected by the Clty Councﬂ the Commumty Development Department has prepared an
updated Resolution for Historical Resource . Nomination Process. for the Auburn Register of
..Historic Resources. - The -updated Resolution prescribes the application process;  who can

nominate historic resources; types of projects that may qualify for the City’s Local ‘Registry of
Historic Resources and amendment or rescission to the Auburn register. Again, it should be
noted that the updated Resolution for the Nomination of Historic Resource does not supersede or
amend any Sections of 159. 490 et. seq but serves to supplement those secuons

The Resolut:on also sausﬁes I-hstonc Des1gn Revzew Comnussmn Powers and Dut1es contamed
in Sections 159.496 (A)(3) & 159.496 (A)(S) A -

ANALYSIS:

The attached Resolution (Attachment 1 of Exhibit A) for Nomination of Historical Resources
contains 5 Sections. In preparation of the Resolution, staff offels the followmg analy51s for

- Historic Des:gn Review Comnussxon conmderanon S
Sectmn 1 . Pri ov1des a Purpose Statement f01 the Normnatxon of Historic Resources

Section 2 — Section 2 specxfxes the process by which a pxoperty owner can achleve historic
resource deszgnatmn S SN . . s

What quahﬁes as a Historic Resource is defined in Sectlon 159.492 of the Aubum Mumclpal
Code as follows: .
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HISTORIC RESOURCE. Buildings, structures, signs, features, sites, places, areas, or other
improvements of scientific, aesthetic, educational, cultural, archaeological, architectural, or
historical value to citizens of the city and designated as such by the City Council pursuant to

the provisions of this subchapter.

At least one public hearing will be required at both the Historic Design Review Commission and
City Council. While the application is being considered, a Stay of Work, which would require
Historic Design. Review Commission approval in accordance with Section 159,497 (C)(1) shall
not be conducted. Once an application has been approved, the Historic Resource will be added
to the Auburn Register of Historic Resources. For properties that are designated, the designated
property shall be officially recorded at the County’s Recorder’s Office as provided in Section 2

(G).

Based upon the above, a historic resource is any improvement that may have scientific, aesthetic,
educational, cultural, archaeological, architectural, or historical value. Historic values are further

characterized as either of the following types: Historical Buildings, Points of Historical Interest,

& Historical Land Sites.

Properties so designated as one of the aforementioned resources shall be subject to Section
159.490 et seq. of the Auburn Municipal Code and be required to obtain a Historic Design -

Review Permit prior to any improvements. Further, as required of Section 2 (G) of the draft

ordinance, the applicant will be required to record a covenant on the property notifying
subsequent purchasers of the property that the property will be subject to Section 159.490 of the
Auburn Municipal Code. Should the Historic Design Review Commission believe that this
provision may be onerous for applicant’s desiring to designate their property, the HDRC may
recommend to eliminate the recording requirement.

Section 3 — Specifies Information Required of an Application for Historic Designation.

The application information includes the necessary information to assure that the Historic Design
Review Commission has the minimum information necessary to adequately make a
recommendation to the City Council on a Historic Resource. The more salient discussion issues

with an application include:
. Who Can Nomiinate a Historic Resource?

One of the more contentious issues regarding Nomination of Historical Resources is who can
nominate a historical resource? Property owner; Public; Historical Organization; Historical
Design Review Commission; or, City Council? And can the nominating individual/party
nominate the historic resource over the objections of the property owner? E

In review of several Historic Preservation Ordinances, many of the ordinances reviewed by
the Community Development Department permit anyone to submit an application for historic
designation with a provision that lets a property owner to “opt out” from consideration. That
is, an owner. may request that their property not be considered for historic designation by
providing correspondence to the recommending and/or decision making body at, or prior o, a

noticed public hearing.
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2

Consistent with the existing Resolution No. 82-198, the draft Resolution requires the
property owner’s authorization to submit an application to. the Historic Design Review
Commission. Should the Historic Design Review Commission recommend that the draft
Resolution include provisions that authorized anyone to submit ‘an applicafion for
designation, staff recommends that the Historic Design Review Commission, direct staff to
bring back the Resolution for further consideration as other Sections, including but not

limited to, Private Owner Objection provisions will need to be added to the Resolution.
What feesvshéi'tld'_ be _éhargeé_l for qrz_dpplicatian? e

In an effort to encourage applicants to designate their property, the HDRC may recommend
that applications be processed at no charge. Alternatively, the Historic Design Review
Commission could recommend a $33.00 fee; the same as all Historic Design Review
applications. Should the Historic Design Review Commission decide to recommend the
actual cost of processing an application, staff will need to qualify the costs of processing the
application. e St oS UTRE e

Section 4 — Specifies the criteria for Historic Resource Designation.~A resource may be
designated if the resource is:

1.

2,
3

4.
3.

6.

- Auburm’s History; .« -,

Associated with events that has made a significant contribution fo the broad patterns of

Associated with the lives of persons significant in Auburn’s past; =+~ wn e
Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction; or that
represents the work of a master; or that possesses high artistic values; or that represents a

-significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction;

Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important to Auburn’s history or
prehistory; ‘ ’ _
Retains aspects of integrity such as: location, design, setting, materials, workmanship or
association; and,

Achieves significance within the past 50 years if it is of exceptional importance.

- Section § — Specifies procedures to rescind or amend a historic designation. -

 Section 5 establishes grounds for an amendment or rescission and process should a property meet

the any of following criteria:

L
2.

3.

The property has ceased to meet the criteria for listing in the Auburn Register becanse the
qualities which caused it to be originally listed have been lost or destroyed;

Additional information shows that the property does not meet the Auburn Register criteria for
eligibility; .

Additional information shows that the property meets the criteria for eligibility have
occurred; ’

Errors in professional judgment as to whether the property meets the criteria for eligibility

have occurred;
Prejudicial procedural errors in the nomination or listing process have occurred.
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ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION:

The project was reviewed pursuant to the Auburn Municipal Code and the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and was determined to be Statutorily Exempt under Section
15061(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines as follows:

§15061 (b) (3) A project is exempt from CEQAif:-
The activity is covered by the general rule that CEQA applies only to projects, which have the
potential for causing a significant effect on the environment. Where it can be seen with certainty

that there is no possibility that the activity in question may have a significant effect on the
environment, the activity is not subject to CEQA. ' ‘

ATTACHMENTS:

1. City Council Excerpt Minutes dated June 11, 2012 .

2. Section 159.490 of Auburn Municipal Code Entitled Historic Preservation
3. City of Auburn Resolution No. 82-198 '

4. Auburn Register of Historic Places dated April 23,2012

EXHIBIT:

A. HDRC Resolution No. 13 -~ With Attachment 1 - Updated Resolution for Nomination of
Historical Resources : '



SINTWHOVLLY
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"CITY COUNCIL MINUTES
June 11, 2012
REGULAR SESSION

The Regular Session of the Aubum City Council was held in the Council
Chambers, City Hall, 1225 Lincoln Way, Auburn, California on Monday, June 11,
2012 at 6:00 p.m. with Mayor Hanley presiding and City Clerk Joseph G.R. :
Labrie recording the minutes. :

CALL TO ORDER

' PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

ROLL CALL:

Council Members Present: Keith Nesbitt, J. M. "Mike” Holmes,
: William W. Kirby, Bridget Powers, Kevin

Hanley
Council Members Absent: None
Staff Mémbel:s Present: - City Manager Robert Richardson, City

Attorney Michael Colaniuono, Community Development Director Will
Wong, Fire Chief Mark D’Ambrogi, -Public. Works Director Bernie
Schroeder, Transit Analyst Megan Siren, Administrative Services Director
Andy Heath, Senior Planner Reg Murray, Assoc. Planner Lance. Lowe,
Code Enforcement Jennifer Solomon, Public Works Engineer Carie Huff,
and Police Chief John Ruffcorn. S

By MOTION adjourn o a Closed Séssion under Government Code Section
54957.6

- MOTION: Nesbitt/ Holmes/ Unanimously approved by voice

1. Conference with Legal Counsel . .
The City Council finds, based on advice from legal counsel, that
discussion in open session will prejudice the position of the local agency

in the litigation.

A) Pending Litigation:

(G.C. 54956.9(a))

Victoria Connolly, First Amendment Coalition v. City of Aubum, Auburn
. City Councll, Placer County Superior Court Case No. SCV-0031261

B) Existing Litigation:
(G.C. 54956.9(a))
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- .Council Member Holmes asked:about -Regional »‘S_'ervice Transportation
~-Program overlay funding, “reserve “funding; “fund balances, personnel
costs, and airport perimeter fence master design funding.

.

Council Member Nesbitt asked about the budgeted amounts for the
various commitiees/ commissions, . cho o _ :

" Council Member Powers asked when the last funding occurred for the
. committees/ commissions. ST '

v Council Member Kirby asked about the CalPERS increase in FY 13-14
. and a personnel 4% one-time payment. . - st

Mayor Hanley asked about _ébmbaﬁsons to other cities in the region in
. regards to personnel costs and school park preserve funds. )

. By,MOTION, defer action on the-budget unti the 6/25/2012 City Council
- agenda to. allow.for more time for the ‘public 1o’ réview the budget and
comment,

Community Development Director Will Wong presented this item. He
.:.-Teviewed the history -of histofic “desigri“feview and historic preservation
- _ordinances, design -reviewsfor.single-family residential units, separate

“historic design .review: committeesand’ “the*Plarining Commission,
overview and requirements of the Cerlified Local Govemment Program,
re-application” update; and fiscal impacts.

#*,

Council Member questions followed ‘tegarding CLG ‘grant money, process
for single family dwelling under a.CL@, public hearing notices, costs for
-updating .. -preservation w-ordinances “every * five  years, staffs
recommendation on this-item, ‘Register of Historic ‘Places, duties of the
Historic Design Review ‘Commission, opt-out process for residential

- _properties, CEQA review, and administrative costs. : '

Council Member Holmes clarified that some “work is already being
completed on some of the original surveyed 571 properties to provide

- ~further detailed information. He said he is ‘disappointed that nothing has
.. been done to implement what the Couricil ap oved in 2004 by ordinance.

-~ Aprl MeDonald-Loomis, City “Historian, ‘said she sfrongly urges the
Council fo accept the proposed .amendment to the Historic Preservation
Ordinance in order to bring it inline with the requirements for the CLG -
status. She addressed the historical register calling it a “dismal display.”

147



148

Auburn City Council Minutes 6/11/2012

She spoke about the cultural resource survey done in 1986 and the -
database she has created from it. She said she thinks the staff time
would be minimal to keep thelresearch current,

Cindy Combs, resident of Aubum and member on the HDRGC, said as a’
private ‘citizen she supports Aubum becoming a CLG. She said
implementing ‘measures to be able o identify and preserve Auburn’s
Historic Resources will be a benefit to the entire community.

Michael Otten, resident of Aubum and Presidént of the Placer County
Historical Society said this is a “golden .opp6rtunity” for Aubum to move
ahead on the CLG status,

Bob Snyder, resident of Auburmn, suggested an opt-in provision as
opposed 10 an opt-out provision. He said there should be concern when
California Environmental Quality Act is discussed. He said there needs fo
be much further discuission before action is taken. '

Council Member Holmes said he supports” moving forward with the
ordinance amendment to be followed by submission of a CLG application
and followed again with an update to ‘the 1986 inventory of historic

‘properties.

Council Member Nesbitt said he concurs with Mr. Snyder regarding an
optin clause. He said he ‘would like 1o see waorkshops done on this
subject for further information and input, - :

City Attorney Michael Colantuono said he presumes that an opt-in clause
would not be acceptable in a CLG due to our current ordinance excluding

single family properties.

Council Member Powers said she concurs with holding a workshop for
public input from property owners. g . :

Council Member Kirby said the ultimate decision is on Council, not staif.
He said he views CLG as more state regulation and an extreme intrusion

- on property owner's rights. - .

Mayor Hanley spoke about when the ordinance was passed in 2004 and
the concern over residential properties at that time. He said he feels the
current ordinance protects historical buildings in the city. He said he does
not see many tangible benefits to CLG. He said he supports updating the
historical preservation ordinance, include more properties on the register,

and promote our historical assets.
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- MOTION: Kirbw/ Nesbitt/ Approved 4:1 Holmes voted no

21.

Council Member Holmes made a otion fo initiate an ordinance
amendment fo revise the City’s Historic Preservation. Ordinance to be
consistent with the requiréments for a Certified Local Govermnment as
described in the February 8, 2012 memorandum from the State
Department of Parks and.‘Recreation-and by Resolution commit to
updating the 1986 inventory of historic properties as described in the

-+ February 8, 2012 memorandum from the State Department of Patks and

Recreation. The motion failed for lack of a second.

By MOTION, do ot submit 'an application to_the_California Office of

Historic Preservation for Cerified Local Govemmerit Status. Direct staff to
update the resolution for ‘Nominating Process for Historical Resources
(Resolution No. 82-198); and continue with the City’s Historic Preservation
Ordinance as currently practiced.” ' "

-.-:Counci,l Member Holmes explained wﬁy' he made the motion he did and

the related benefits. He said the motion on the floor now just allows for a

stand still and shows ho appreciation for the history of the City.

Recommendations _from Streetscape History. g_t.nd Art Advisory
Committee (SHAAC) | : o

* Council Metnber Nesbitt presefited this item. He explained how SHAAG
commitiee members came to the recommendations in front of Council

“tonight,

~ Coumcil Member Hanley said he is concemed that without a city funding
source the history aspect will become compromised, He said he wants to

keep the history in SHAAC. He addégi items 4 and 5 to the resolution.

By RESOLUTION 12-68: SR S
1) Approve the revised criteria for selection of Streetscape tiles or
amendlties. :

2) Adopt the “Gity of Auburn Streefscape History and Art Advisory
Committee (SHAAC) Request for Recogfiition Form”,

3) Appoint April McDonald-Loomis (City Historian) as a voting member of
the SHAAC, rather than a non-voting advisor. : '

4) Direct SHAAC to forward no less then 50% of the tile recommendations
to the City Council based on recognizing an ach ievement(s) that occurred

before 1945.
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MOTION: Nesbitt/ Holmes/ Approved 5:0

REPORTS

23.

City Council Cominittee Régorts

Counil Member Powers re.ported on an'upcoming Placer County
- Economic Development Commission meeting at Ceronix, June 21 at 3pm.

Council Member Holmes reporied that the House of Representatives
passed the Energy and Water Appropriations Bill which has funding for
the Aubumn State Recreation Area.

Council Member Nesbitt reported he attended the 113" graduating class

- of Placer High School. He also congratulated Public Works on the Airport

Monument Sign. He reported on the Aubum App, and directed staff to
contact the Chamber on adding a link to the City’s website.

Mayor Hanley thanked the Fire Chief for submitting an application to the
Sierra Nevada Conservancy and securing a grant.

~ ADJOURNMENT
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Mayoi" Hanley adjourned the meeting, without objection, at 10:24 p.m. ._

~ Kevin Hanley, Mayor
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Zoung . ATTACHMENT2 1

Nl equipment conmected therethh shall be removed from (2) Any irash, chairs, -benches, tables or
SRR other fixtures, appurtenancw or equipment connected

therewith .shall be removed from the location or

: (E) “The Community Developmenthrectormay, . .. premises at that time.
. In issuing. p:pmts for temporary nses, attach such

ry -

cleanup of the location or premlses, nse of hghts or . .conditios ed 10 .

o hghtmg or other means of illummanon or operanon of . TIeCe! sary m connectmn thh the hours of operation,
o ' cleanup of the locanon or premises, use.of lights or

. lighting or other means of illumination, operation of
. ‘any loudspaaker or sound amphﬁcanon and the like in

conditions nnposed ‘the Commumty Develop
Director may requue the postmg of a cash bon

(1973 Code, § 9.4. 1801 6) (Ord. '91-3, eff.

3211990

Tl be issued in accOrdancd:;
with the prov:s;ons o § 159 475,

... {B) The outdoor seating shall be described in a"
périt issued therefor by he Commumty
Development Director prior to commencement. The

. permit shall also include all other ‘Heenses, permitsor. . . .
_ pprovals o‘; se required by this, code. o

(C) (1) The oudoor . seating shall be

“Giscontimued in the event that the business it is in _ :
7 conjunction with closes or relocates. shall be knowa as the Historic Preservation Ordmance
of the City of Auburn.

L w’%’ v
(Ord. 04-8, eff, 11-15-2004)

Thxs subchapter of the Aubum Mumcipal Code
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$ 159.491' PURPOSE.

WHEREAS the people of Auburn, by and
through their City Council, have determined that;

(A) The recognition, maintenance and
enhancement of the cultural historic resources within
the City of Auburn is in the best interests of the

citizens of Auburn and that those resources have value

as living parts of the community;

(B) The City of Auburn, in recognition of the |

intention and provisions of the National Historic
Preservation ‘Act of 1966, as amended, joins with
private individuals, businesses and groups, the State of

California and the United State Congress to develop

preservation programs and activities to encourage and
promote the maintenance, restoration, renovation and
preservation of Auburn’s unique architectural,
historic, aesthetic and cultural heritage;

(C) THEREFORE, the puipose of this
subchapter is to promote the general health, safety and

welfare of the public through

(1) The protecnon,
preservatxon and use of the diverse structures, areas
and sites in Auburn, which represent past eras, evenis
and persons important in history, or which provide
significant examples of architectural styles of the past,
or are landmarks in architectural history, or which
constititie unique and irreplaceable assets to Aubiirn
and its meighborhoods, or which prowde this and
future generations examples of the physical

surroundings i m whxch prior generanons have lived;

(2) The development and maintenance of
complementary settings and environment for said
structures and/or districts;

(3) The enhancement of property values,
the stabilization of neighborhoods and areas within
Auburn, the increase of economic benefits to Auburn

and jis property owners and residents, and the

promotion of visitor trade and interest;

enhancement,

Auburn - Land Usage

(4) The preservation and encouragement of
a city of varied architectural styles reflecting the
cultural, social, economic, political history of Auburn;

_ (5) 'The educational and cultural enrichment
of this and future generations by fostering knowledge
of our heritage, and;

(6) The promotion and encouragement of
continued private ownership and use of such structiires
so that the objectives set forth in this subchapter may
be attained.

(Ord. 04-8, eff. 11-15-2004)

* § 159.492 DEFINITIONS.

~ For the purpose of this subchapter, the following

- definitions shall apply unless the context clearly

indicates or reqmres a different meaning

ALTERATION Any exterior change or
modification, through public or private action, of any
historic resource or of any property located within an
historic district which involves exterior changes to or
modification of a structure, its surface texture, or its
architectural details; new construction; demolition;
relocation of structures onto, off of, or within a
designated property; or other changes to the site

. affecting the significant historical or archxtecmral

features of the property.

AUBURN REGISTE‘R OF HISTORIC
BUILDINGS AND PLACES. An official listing of
sites, areas, buxldmgs and structures within the city

- designated by the City Council as having special

historical significance.
DEPARTMENT. The Connnumty Developroent

'Department

DESIGN GUIDELINES.  The Historic
Preservanon Architectural Design Guidelines.

DIRE’CTOR. The Commumty Development -

Du'ector

—

PLIY

&
N
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* HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW. The city review

o process for® development requests associated with

‘ property located within the Historic Desxgn Review
District or ‘for propemes that are demgnated as a‘__v

historic resource.

HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION.

The approving authority for projects located thhm the

Historic Des1gn Revxew D

HISTORICDESIGNREVIEWDISIRICT The
design review district that includes the Downtown

_ Design Review District, the oud Town Desxgn Review
' Dzstnct and propemes des:gnated as’ 8 hlStOl’lO

- resource )

E _"_'>_'improv

HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT. A

HISTORICRESOURCE Bmldmgs, strucmres,"“

sxgns, features, sites, places, areas, or other

value to citizens of the cxty ‘and décxgnated as such by -
the City Counc:l putsnant to the prov:smns of thxs -

’ subchapter ‘

HIS.TORIC RESOURCES h URVEY A survey
prepared in"1986 which identified and documented

those stzuctures, objects, and sites 'wlnch ‘were in
existence prior to 1941 and which evaluated them for

architectural, historical, and/or cultural significance

aCCOIdmg to the guidelines set forth for inclusion in-

.' _Regxster of H:stonc Pl

MINOR ALTERATION., An alteration that is
not readily noticeable from the street and will not alter
the character or essentlal arcmtectural deta:ls of the

structure.

“ORDINARY MNMNANCE AND REPAIR.
Any work where the purpose and effect of such work

is to prevent or correct any deterioration of of damage
to a structure or any part thereof and to restore fie -

stracture or part thereof to its cond1tmn pnor to the
occurrence of such deterioration or damage.”

=

ents of smentxﬁc, aest_hetxc educanonal. -

" such individual site,’ impr
* be added, from tifme to time, as a result of the granted

A legal
arcels of real

A PRESERVAHON EASEMENT.

alter, change, modify, destroy, or in any way threaten

'the 'culmral and/or historic ‘value of a historic

resource, wzthout consultation and authorization of the

agency to whom the easement has been assigned.
“runs with the land”

o thereby reqmrmg currem and fumre property owners
" *to abide by its terms,”

STATE HISTORICAL BUILDING CODE
(SHBC). The Sta “'Ijhstorlcal Bmldmg Code
contained in Part. 8 ‘of "Tille 24 (State Building

Standards Code) and apphes to all qualified historic -

structures, districts and sites, designated under
federal, state, or local auihority.

Design Reiuew Permit issued for propertxes» located (Ord 04-8, eff. 11-15-2004)

"§ 159, 493 "HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW

DISTRICT: DESIGNATION.

identified on & Tnap, attached as an exhibit hereto and
maintained ‘__on fiie‘m the ofﬁce of the Community

(C) The sttnct may bé amended to mclude any
1ent or Struchures as may

‘application by a property owner for desxgnatlon of that
property as 2 H1stonc Resource (HR).

(D) “The reqmrements of this subchapter sha]1 be

- mandatory for all properties w:thm the sttnct

(Ord. 04~8 eff 11 15-2004)_,

201
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§ 159.494 HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW
COMMISSION; CREATION, MEMBERSHIP,

_ AND TERMS OF OFFICE.

(A) E.s;mblis}zed. There is hereby established a
Historic Design Review Commission (HDRC).

(B) Membership. The Historic Design Review
Commission shall consist of 9 members, including the
5 members of the Planning Commission and 4 at-large
mernbers, ‘

At-large

(C) Minimum qualifications:
of the

members. The at-large membership
Comumission shall consist of the following; '
(1) One architect,

(2) One member of an historical soclety.

(3) One real property oWne_r or business

owner from the Downtown Historic District.

(4) One real property owner or business
owner from the Old Town Historic District,

(5) The representatives from the Downtown
Historic District and Old Town Historic District shall
be nominated by the Downtown Business Association
or Old Town Business Association, respectively.

(D) Appointment and terms of gffice: Av-large
members. At large members shall be appointed by a
majority of the Council and shall serve a 4 year
period. The Council shall appoint 2 at large members
to 2-year terns at the time of the initial appointment of
at-large members. .

(E) Attendance. Tn the event a member fails to

attend a total of 3 or more HDRC meetings during a .

calendar year, the City Council may declare the office
of the member vacant. In the event an HDRC office is
declared vacant, the appointment of a successor shall
be made for such unexpired term iu the maoner
provided in this section.

(F) Vacancies. If the office of a member of the
Historic Design Review Commission becomes vacant,
the City Council shall fill the vacancy by appointing a

- Commission member whose term shall run the

unexpired term of the former incumbent.
(Ord. 04-8, eff, 11-15-2004)

§ 159.493 HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW
COMMISSION; PRACTICES AND
PROCEDURES..

(A) Quorum, Five voting members of the
Historic Design Review Commission shall constitute
a quorum with a majority vote of the members present
required for passage of any action item.

(B) Officers. The .chairperson and vice-
chairperson of the Planning Commission shall serve as
the chair and vice-chair of the Historic Design Review

Commission.

(C) Staff: The Cormhix_nity Development
Department shall act as staff to the Historic Design
Review Commission.

(D) Annual review. The Historic Design Review
Commission shall, at least once per year, conduct a
review of its operations and procedures, and make
recommendations to the City  Council for

improvements thereof.
(Ord, 04-8, eff. 11-15-2004)

§ 159.496 HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW
COMMISSION (HDRC); POWERS AND
DUTIES, | .

(A) The Historic Design Review Commission
shall have the following powers and duties:

(1) To adopt rules of procedure for the
conduct of its business in accordance with the
provisions of this subchapter;

(2) Act in an advisory capacity to the City
Council in all matters pertaining to historic resources
and districts; ‘
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R (3) Develop and maintain criteria for the.
. nomination - and - designation . of structures, .

improvements, or sites as historic resources. Such

- resources shall be separate and apart from the Historic

Design Review District but shall be subject to the
provisions of the district;

4) Approve, condifionally approve, or
deny Historic Design Review Permits in accordance

with ‘the provisions of this subchapter and : the-

requlrements of Chapter 157;

(5) Render adv;ce and - guidance, upon

request of the owner or occupant of the property,-on -

the restoration, alteration, decoration, landscaping or

* maintenance of any cnlural . resonrce including
]andmarks sites, districts or neighboring pmpettxes :

within pubhc view;

{6). Encourage and render advice and

guxdance 0 property owmners .or: occupants on .

procedures for inclusion of a culmral resource on the
local, State, or Federal level;

ime. to time or as events warrant, recognition of

""owners or occupants of strucmres ‘improvements or
sites by means of certificates, ‘plaques, markers or

comunendations who have restored, renovated and/or

o mamtamed‘ their property in an excmplary manner;

(8)' Estabhsh guldehnes for the declaration

B of h;stondal buildings and structures within the city
' and designate .all such.buildings and shructures as

ecial - hlstoncal significance in.a separate

" register of historical buildings (such as. the Aubum

Regléter 9 Hlstonc Buﬂdmgs),

(9) Investlgate and make recommendauons :

fo the City Council on the availability and use of
fundmg which is or may become available from
various federal, state, local .or private sources to

'promote and undertake . preservation of districts,
. §tructures, unprovements or.sites of hlstorical value to

" Auburn; and -

2008 S-6 Repl.
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(10) Provide 'local owners of diverse
structores, buﬂdmgs areas, and sites with the benefits

-~ and responsxbﬂmes ‘of mclnswn in' local, State, or
: Federai reg:stnes of hlstone propemes

(B) Upon authorization by the Auburn City
Council, the Historic Design Review Commission

: shall have the followmg powers and duues

(1) Publicize and update the C:ty of Auburn

“Historic Resources Survey previously prepared in the
Cxty of Aubum

(2) Revxe d comment upon the conduct
of land use, housmg and redevelopment, municipal
improvement, and other types of planning and
programs undertaken by any agency of the City of
Aunburg, - County of Place or State of California as
they reldte to the hlstorxc resources of Auburn

(3) “Make recommendations to the City

Council for'the purchasé of properly, in fee or less
than fee, casements, or other mechanmisms for

o preservatxon of cuitural hentage Tesources;
(7). Recommend to the City Councxl from -

(4) May participate 'in, promote and
conduct public information, educational and
mterpretlve programs pertammg to preservauon of
cultural resoutces; and = :

5) Undertake any other action or activity
delegated to it by the Czty Council or by this

‘sabchapter, - neeessary or _appropriate 1o the

implementation of its' powers or duties to fulfill the
objectives of cultural resource preservation,

(Ora. 04:8, eff. 11- 15-2004>

§ 159.497 HISTORIC DESIGN mw
PERMIT (HDRP) -

(A) Exceptas otherwise specified in this section,
a Historic Desxgn ‘Réview Permit shall-be processed

 per the requirements of §§ 159. 114 thfough 159.125.

- (B) Application submittal. An application for a
Historic Design Review Permit shall be made on a

155
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form provided by the Community Development
Department and shall be accompanied by the fees
established by resolution of the City Council. The
application shall include all information as prescribed

- on the form provided by the Departinent.

(C) Historic design review. Projects located
within the Historic Design Review District, or
properties situated outside the district that have been
designated a historic resource, shall be subject to
historic design review as required by this subchapter.

(1) Historic Design Review Permit (HDRP)
required. A Historic Design Review Permit shall be
required for the following types of projects:

(a) Construction of all new
commercial, office, industrial, and multi-family
residential buildings or sfructures.

(b) Alterations,

remodeling, or
additions to existing structures. ) '

, (c) Replacement of building materials
with different materials (including re~roofing of
buildings). .

(d) Painting of bmldmgs if the color(s)
used are not similar to. the existing colors.

(e) Sign permits,

(f) Modifications to exxstmg Historic

Desxgn Revxew Perxmts

' (2) Admim‘stmtive appfoval. The Director
may approve, conditionally approve, or deny the
following types of projects:

(a) Minormodifications to existing site.

improvements (such as parking lot re-striping).

(b) Exterior painting on bulldmgs

and/or structures if the color(s) are the smrular to the
existing color(s),

Auburn - Land Usage

(c) Replacement of building materials
with the same materials (including re-roofing of _

buildings).

(d) Sidewalk teﬁlacement.

{¢) Landscaping.

® Temporary signage for special
events.

63} Pro_lects as de]egated by the
Plannmg Commission.

(3) Exemptions. The following types of
projects are exempt from the design review process:

(a) Ordinary maintenance and repair.

(b) Singie-family residential buildings
or structures.

(D) Reviewing authority.

(1) Historic Design Review Commission.
The reviewing authority for Historic Design Review
Permit applications shall be the Historic Design
Revxew Commission.

(2) Administrative approval. The Director
may issue permits for those administrative approval
items identified in division (C)(2) above. The Director

- ‘may, however, refer requests io the Historic Design

Review Commission for consideration, when, in the
Director’s opinion, review and approval is warranted.
The permit shall be referred to the Historic Design
Review Commission within 30 days after deeming the
application as complete. When applicable, the
applicant shall provide additional information as

requited by § 159.116(A).

(E) Application evalnation ~ criteria. The
approving authority shall review and approve,
conditionally approve, or deny applications in
accordance with the provisions of this chapter and all
applicable design guidelines as specified in § 159.418.
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Chapter 162 of this Mummpa! Code,

o {G) Expxrauon Expiration of a Historic Des1gn ;
- .Review Pemnt shall be sub_;ect to the prowsmns of' ‘

. §159 118.

§ 159, 120 .
) Modlficatxons Modlﬁcaubn of a Hxstoric

»provzslons of§ 159 121

(J) B“ﬂdmg Pemnt Pnor 10 issuance’ of a  a’

- building permit for any. structure, ‘improvement, or
... -building proposed as part of -an approved Historic

. improvements are in conforinity - with the’ approved
ermit,- Before a building :permit may be issu _for

cT 1:/’“"\

art of the approved Historic Demgn Review'Permit,

.. -the%Building. Official shall secire “Written approval’  struc
. .-frofh the-Community: Development Departient that * been con
the proposed i nnprovements ‘arein conformxty Wlth an “toasn

approved: penmt

x) Occupancy Perxmt Before a building,
- improvement or structure may be occupied or finaled,

(F) Appeals. Appeals may be taken pursuant to : :
' ‘mcludmg, thhouthzmtatxo

: ol “sn O permit, the I—Ixstonc Desi
(H) Extensmn Extensxon of a sttonc Demgn' ' at ol
Review Permit shall be subject to the prov1s10ns of_

‘Design Review Permit, the Community Development " s
. Department shall . provide written approval 10 the:‘
- Building . Official - certifying * that * the- Ptoposed

istnicture, improveément, or buildiny proposed as-:

205

‘to *immediately termmatc any and all activities,
0 _tructmn, restoration
or renovatlon work bemg pet rmed pursuant to the
permit, | o

_:of the suspension of the

@) Within 60 a :
Rcv1ew Comm:ssxon shall

condlﬁons or i'estnctmns be placed on the permit or
- other ac s holder to ensure compliance

thh the prov:sxons of ﬂi ermit and this subchapter.
De31gn Review Permit shall be sub;ect to the' T .

_ When any
de or mstalled to

Design Review District without the- prior issuance of
an Historic Design Review Permit, the owner of the
’ ¢ "bn;idlng shall be required
_all such. work : d (dependmg on
ndert

pphcatlon process
andard processing

g the bu mg,hnprovcment or
prior to any such work having
ch state catinotbe achieved,
reasonably possible, -
Am Ord, 09-02, eff,

| 4-8-2009)

- +the Corhmiunity Dévelopmient Depdtiment shiall notify  § 1

the Building Official that the site and/or such building’

.. -improvement -or - structure -‘theteon have been
. ... developed in conformity W1th the approved Hlstonc
A Des1gn Rev1ew permxt ER

(L) (1) leatlon/Revocauon with' perm1t

Should the holder of a Historic Des:gn Reviéw Pemut B

violate .any - provision of this" subchapter or-‘any

condition of approval of the permit, the permlt shall-
suspended. The Conimunity

be automatically
Development Department shall provide the holder of
the permit with written notice of the suspension,
which notice shall identify the reasons for the
suspension and may instruct the holder of the permit

2009 5-9

' criteria are mtended

§159.498 DESIGN CRITERIA: PURPOSE.

The purp the desxgn criteria is to implement

the design guidelines set forth in the Historic

' ___tecmralDesxgn Guidelines, adopted

and incorporated herein. The

e flexible guidelinies, rather

than r1g1d rules, in 'der io provxde applicants and the
approving anth the

'techmques and maﬁerx

by resohition

as . they become avaijlable,

" and where thelr use 1s appr opnate on a case by case

ba31s ‘ : ‘
(A) ‘The désign- criteria shall be used for . the
preservation and enhancement of historical and
+ architectural sites, structures and improvements

157
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through the renovation, restoration or maintenance of
those sites,

appearance shall be encouraged, but not required. :

(B) Ifa structure or improvement is not deemed
to be a historical, architectural or aesthetic contributor
to the Historic Design Review District, but is at least
50 years old, the application of the design criteria
shall be used to insure that modifications or alterations
to that structure or improvement do not increase its

“non-contributory” character. The design criteria shall
be applied to applications for such structures or
improvements in order to encourage the renovation,

‘restoration or maintenance of such structures, and to

minimize their non-contributory natare and become
“contnbutmg” to the District,

- (C) ¥a structure or improvement was built less
than 50 years ago, the application of the design
criteria shall be used to insure that modifications or

alterations to that structure or improvement do not

increase its “non-contrlbutory” character, but rather
to blend in with or become more compatible with the
surrounding structures or improvements.

(D) The design criteria shall be applied to new
construction fo achieve design .and usage which is
compatible and in harmony with the Surrounding
structures in the District.

(Ord. 04-8, eff. 11-15-2004)

§ 159.499 DECLARATION OF HISTORIC

BUILDINGS AND PLACES.

The Cqunéil may, by resolution, establish

guidelines for the declaration of historical sites, areas,
buildings and structures within the city and designate
all such locations and structures as having special

historical significance in a separate register of

historical buildings (such as the Auburn Register of
Historic Buildings and Places) to be maintained by the
Community Development Department. All sites,
areas, buildings or structures on the register shall be
subject to the requirements of this chapter.

(Ord. 04-8, eff. 11-15-2004)

structures and improvements. The
. restoration of a structure to its exact former

§ 159.500 USE OF STATE HIS’I‘ORICAL
BUILDING CODE.

The California State Historical Building Code
provides alternative regulations for the rehabilitation,
preservation, restoration or relocation of structures
designated as cultural resources. The State Historical
Building Code may be used, at the Building Official’s
discretion, for any designated cultural resource in

_Auburn’s building permit procedure.

(Ord. 04-8, eff, 11-15-2004)

§ 159.501 ADOPTION OF UNIFORM CODE
FOR BUILDING CONSERVATION.

For.purposes of protecting the public health and
welfare and establishing rules and regulations for the
conservation of historical buildings in the city, that
certain Code designated as the “Uniform Code for
Building Conservation,” current edition as adopted by
the International Conference of Building Officials and
as_approved by.the State of California Historic
Building Code Board, is hereby adopted by reference
and made a part of this chapter as though'set forth in
this chapter in full, subject, however, to any
amendments, additions, and. deletions set forth in this
chapter. Said Code shall be known as the Code for
Building Conservation of this city.

(Ord. 04-8, eff. 11-15-2004)

§ 159.502 PRESERVATION EASEMENTS,

Preservation easements may be acquired by the
City of Auburn or an appropriate non-profit group
through purchase, donation, or condemnation pursuant
to California Civil Code Section 815. Preservation
casements may be applied. to sites, facades of
buildings, or the acquisition of property deemed
valuable as a cultural/historic resource.

(Ord. 04-8, eff. 11-15-2004)

e
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* proposed event. Subject to the provisio

o of such notxce,v

\,} ’
b o § 159.503 DEMOLITION OF HISTORIC
=STRUCTURES o . ,

(A) Any demolition of a structure which (]
" contributes historically to the District (efther in whole 9 s fol
or in part) is prohibited .absent writien notice to the

Historic Des1gn Review Commission. Said notice shall

Cipe’ ‘provided via first class mail, ‘with return receipt

‘requested, at“least 180 days in advance'.:of the
i division

(B), below, no application to the City of Auburn for
. a demolition permit shall be accepted, or permit

* issued, dunng the 180 day penod Following receipt
the Hlstorlc Desxgn 4Revxew_

rehabﬂxtanon or restorat:on purpos'e"_' »

(2) Wlth the pr

' anunsafe condmon on the strucmre,i 1p1o

site;

(2) The relocation of the structure to a site -

approved by the Historic Desiga Review Commission,
or;

i
. Jater than 15 calendar days before the next regularly
‘ scheduled meeting of the Historic Design Review

< '§159.505 ORDINARY MAINTENANCE AND
" "REPAIRS OF PROPERTY. . = =

materially impaus the ability, of the 6vmer io develop
or sell the property iipon which the structure is

situated.

Nothing in this subchapter shall be construed to

prevent the ordinary mamtenance or. Tepair. of any

] tail in.or.on any
propérty subject to this subchapter whick does not
involve a change in the design, materials, color or
external appearance thereof, nor shall this subchapter

159
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prevent the construction, reconstruction, alteration,

renovation, restoration, demolition or removal of any
such feature when the Building Official certifies to the
Historic Design Review Commission that such action
Is required for public safety due to an unsafe or

dangerous condition which cannot be rectified through
use- of the Historical Building Code of the State of
_California, . ‘

(Ord. 04-8, eff. 11-15-2004)

§ 159.506 EVIDENCE OF HARDSHIP FOR

EXEMPTIONS/WAIVERS.

" (A) The Historic Design Review Commission

- may approve ‘an application for a permit to carry out

any proposed work in the Historic Design Review
District, or on a historic site, stucture or
improvement, if the applicant presents clear and
convincing evidence of facts demonstrating to the
satisfaction of the Commission that: 1) denial of the
application will work = immediate and substantial
hardship on the economic value of the property
because of the conditions peculiar to the particular
structure, improvement or site or other feature
involved; 2) all reasonable use of or return from the
property will be denied the owner, and 3) the approval
of the application will be consistent with the purposes
of this subchapter. If a hardship is found to exist

under this section, the Historic Design Review.
Commission shall make written. findings within 30 -

days of the application &s to the specific supporting
facts and conclusion based thereon,

(B) An application for éxemption or waiver

based upon economic hardship shall be based upon an

analysis of the following factors:

(1) Denial of the application will diminish

~the value of the subject property so as to leave

substantislly no value;

@ Sale or rental of the xiroperty is
impractical, when compared to the cost of holding

such property for uses permitted in the District;

(3) Aan adaptive reuse study has been
conducted and found that utilization of the property
for lawful purposes is prohibited or impractical;

(4) Rental at a reasonable rate of return is
not feasible; :

. (8 Denial of the application would damage
the owner’s economic value of the property

. unreasonably in comparison to the benefit conferred
on the community, and; o

(6) All means involving city sponsored
incentives, such as tax abatements, financial

- assistance, building code modifications, changes in the

zoning ordinance, loans, grants and reimbursements,
have been explored to relieve possible economic
disincentives. :

(C) The Historic Design Review Commission is
authorized to require the applicant to furnish
documentary material evidence. supporting the
application.

(D) The Historic Design Review Commission
and city shall have a period to make recommendation
and develop and adopt a plan in order to relieve
applicant’s economic hardship, not to exceed 90 days
to allow the applicani a reasonable use of, and
economic return from, the property or otherwise act
to preserve the subject property. If, at the end of this
S0-day period, the Historic Design Review
Commission finds that without approval of the
application, that the property cannot be put to 2 use
providing a reasonable economic return to the

applicant, the Historic Design Review Commission
shall approve the application for waiver. If the

Historic Design Review Commission finds otherwise,
it shall notify the applicant in writing within 10 days,
sent by mail with return receipt requested, of the final
denial, The application shall be deemed approved if
the Historic Design Review Commission fails to make
any finding by the end of the 90-day period, unless
said deadline is extended with the prior written
agreement of the applicant. -

Pagin--™
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(E) If the approval of the application will result

in the demolition of 2 nominated or designated historic*

resource, the applicant shall provide the Historic
Design Review Commission documentation of ‘the
resource proposed for demolition to the standards of
the Historic American Building Survey, which may
include photographs, floor plans, measured drawings,

- archeological survey or other documentation stipulated

by the Commission.

(F) Appeal. An applicant may appeal denial of
a hardship waiver to the City Council pursuant to
Chapter 162 of this Municipal Code. Such appeal
shall waive the 90-day time limit set forth in ‘this
section for purposes of the hearing and issuance of a
decision on the appeal, which shall be controlled by
Chapter 162 of this Miinicipal Code.
(Ord. 04-8, eff. 11-15-2004; Am. Ord. 09-02, eff,
4-8-2009) '

§ 159.507 PRESERVATION INCENTIVES.

The city may authorize incentives for properties
within the Historic Design Review District in order to
moze effectively achieve the purposes of this
suti"éhapt_er, and to support the preservation,

‘mairtenance, and -appropriate rehabilitation of
resources within the District. Preservation incentives
shall be considered on a case-by-case basis and may
include economic assistance, relaxation of otherwise
applicable development standards, or use restrictions.
Incentive programs shall be approved by City
Council. Incentives associated with development

 standards or use restrictions shall be approved by the
HDRC. Incentives shall be reviewed by City Council
annually.
(Ord. 04-8, eff. 11-15-2004)

§ 159.999 PENALTY.

(A) Any person, whether as principal, agent,
employee or otherwise, violating or causing or
permitting the violation of any of the provisions of this
chapter shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and,

2009 §-9

' wpon conviction thereqf:,_ _L__sha.ll'be punishable as set

forth in § 10,99,

(1973 Code, §9-4.1803)

(B) Any building or structure set up, erected,
constructed, altered, enlarged, converted, moved or
maintained contrary to the provisions'of this chapter

~and-any use of any land, building or premises
‘established, conducted, operated  or ‘maintained
‘contrary to the provisions of this chapter shall be and
~ is hereby declaréd to be unlawful and a public

nuisance. The City Attorney shall, upon an order of -
the Council, immediately commence an action or

 proceedings for “the abatément, removal and

enjoinment thereof in the manner provided by law and
shall take such other steps and shall apply to such
courts as may have jurisdiction to grant the relief as
will abate and remove the building or structure and
restrain and enjoin any person from setting up,
erecting, building, maintaining or using any such
building or: structure or using any property contrary to
the provisions of this chapter.

(1973 Code, § 9-4.1804)

(Ord. 558, eff, - -)

(C) (1) It shall be the duty of the Community -
Development Director to enforce all of the provisions
of §§ 159.185 et seq.

(8) Any person, whether as principal,
agent, employee or otherwise, violating or causing or
permitting the violation of any of the provisions of
§8 159.185 et seq. shall be deemed guilty of an
infraction under the provisions of this code and shall
be punishable upon a first conviction of a sign
violation fee as set by Council resolution, as may be
amended from time to time, on file in the office of the
City Clerk and incorporated in this section by
reference. '

‘ (b) The Sign violation fee shall include
a penalty for a second violation and subsequent
conviction within a I-year period.

(2) Any violations of §§ 159.185 e seq.
beyond the second conviction within a 1-year period
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are chargeable as a misdemeanor and, upon conviction
thereof, shall be punishable as set forth in § 10,99,
(1973 Code, § 9-4.1012) (Ord. 786, eff. 6-8-1983;
Am. Ord. 88-3, eff, 5-1 1-1988; Am. Ord. 89-11, eff.
6-7-1989) :

(D) Each violation of §§ 159.140 ez seq. or-of
any regulation, order or ruling Promulgated under
§§ 159.140 et seq. shall constitute a misdemeanor and
be punishable by a fine of not more than $500, or by
imprisonment for not more than 180 days, or both,
and each day a violation continues to exist shall
constitute a separate offense. _
(1973 Code, § 9-4.1903) (Ord. 757, eff, 10-8-1980)

2009 §-9
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RESOLUTION NO. 82-1 QATTACHMENTZ”

LA_RBSOLUTION EST&§LISEING-POLICY GUIDELINES TOR DECLARATION Op

HISTORICAL BUILDINGS WTTHIN ?HB CITY OF AUBERN

iy

,THE GITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF - AUBURN D@ES RFSOLVE'

';ty Council of the G&ty @f Auburn _does here
aé@pt the folléw, g polley guldellnas in thé detenmlnahlon OF

hisb@rif” ERRCIERT: A

s-“b"‘ﬁisgd td 1:& ¥
er nbt s&ia papt s

"partlcular,histoxlwal, archltectural or culﬁural 1mporﬁance

b 31gn1f;canc§ to the .City of Aubu:n, OF @iy ares th&xeof
: 4, Said bu;ldlng shall be ‘nok less than sévéntyfive
(75) years oid . . :
5. If found to be of hlstorlcal archltectural or

’cultural 1mportance or 51gn1flcance to the Clty afAAuburn,

or any area’ thereoF sald owngr,shall thereafter obtain the

. -
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approval of the Building Inspestor of the City of ALburn as
ta aaceptable "alternat:we regula*ts.ons" Progosed for the
1mp,rovement oY repalr of sald buz.ldlngs. Such "alternat:.ve
regulatlons" skall be. "reasonably equa]," in terms of qualg,ty,

[ strength, eﬂfectaveness, fmre res:.,atanae, durab,lln.ty, and sagfe

t@ all OF Ehie heélthr Safe“ty; byd ey "'"9‘ aﬂd other ”eq“f"raments'
:{and Sﬂﬁnafhds Qf tng_clty of Aqbﬁnnzﬁeﬁtlnént tO

145 ;,:shall m@umt‘"fs:éud

5

1§ Y

I‘Z

ig o
B

20

5 I, FL@,RE{\?CE LABEOK, c,lty Clesk of thé CJ.,ty of Au,burn
23. '&Q hereby certlfy that ‘the forego:z.ng reSGI’uthn Was duly pas,sed
.24 at a regular meeting of the City Council, held on the l3th day of
25. December P 1982 by the follawlng vote- en roll call:

26 AYES: Cox, Pisarek, Veal, Wise, Beland

NOES: None

25 E ABSENT: None % '

Florence Ladeck, City Clerk




. CITY OF AUBURN

(Revised May 4, 2012)

ATTACHMENT 4

REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES

+HISTORIC BUILDINGS
APPROVAL | . DATE ADDRESS APN NAME AKA
- M Motion 12-12-77 130 Maple Street 002-223-001 Latitudes
Res. 8441 3-11-85 405 Linden Avenue | 002-167-007 | Irene Burns Home
| “Res. 86-151 . 7-14-86 1293 Lincoln Way 002-180-013 Vogler House .
Res, 88-104 |  6-27-88 601 Lincoln Way 002-081-002 | Rast Auburn Depot | Chamber of
i . ' . Commerce
| Res, 88-181:| 11-14-88 | 1225 Lincoln Way | 002-180-016 Auburn Grammar City Hall
9% EEANE . ' " School
Res.89-99 | 526-89 .| 853 Lincoln Way- | 002-154-043 Auburn Hotel Promenade
P . ' Building
Res. 89-09 5-26-89 144 Reamer Street 002-075-016 Tuttle Mansion
-+, POINTS OF HISTORIC INTEREST !
" APPROVAL DATE ADDRESS -, APN NAME AERA
Res. 88-83 | 5-23-8%8 1225 Lincoln Way | -002-180-016 Auburn Grammar City Hali
R , School '
Res. 96-08 1-8-96 956 Lincoln Way 002-145-014 Jon M. Robinson
' Memorial Masonic
" Temple
HISTORIC LAND SITES . -
APPROVAL || DATE -ADDRESS | APN NAME . AKA
Motion - 1-22-79 101 Maple Street 002-224-015 |- County Courthouse .
Motion 1-22-79 299 Commercial St 002-224-011 Lawyer’s Row
Motion . 1-22-79 | 301 Commercial St | 002-225-018
321 Commercial St | 002-225-019
337 Commercial St | 002-225-017 | Commercial Street
343 Commercial St | 002-225-008 .
‘ : 351 Commercial St | 002-225-007 1590 Lincoln
Motion 1-22-79 1583 Lincoln Way 004-113-001 Old Post Office
Motion -1-22-79 - 200 Sacramento 004-032-001 | Chinese Joss House Joss House
: Street -
Motion 1-22-79 277/291 Auburn 004-120-013 Traveler’s Rest & Bernhard
. ' Folsom Road Winery Museum

PaHistotic InformationAubum Register of Historio Places\AUBURN REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES revised 5-4-12.doc
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EXHIBIT A

HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION RESOLUTION FOR THE HISTORICAL
RESOURCE NOMINATION PROCESS FOR THE AUBURN REGISTER OF
HISTORIC PLACES - ADMIN FILE 208.6 LR

Section 1. The City of Auburn Historic Design Review Commission considered at its
regular meeting of March 5, 2013, to recommend the Hxstoncal Resomce -Nomination Process

fm the Auburn Reclstel of Historic Resources

Section 2. The City of Auburn Historic Design Review Commission has considered
all of the evidence submitted into the administrative record wlnch mcludes, bnt is not

limited to:

1. Agenda report prepared by the Community Development Department for the Malch 5,

2013, meeting.
2. - Staff presentation at the pubhc hearing held on March 5,2013."
3

Public comments, both written and oral, received and/or submitted at or prior to the

public hearing, supporting and/or opposing the applicant's request.
4. Allrelated documents received and/or submitted at or prior to the public hearing,
5. The City of Auburn General Plan, Zoning Ordinance, Historic Preservation Architectural

Design Guidelines, and all other applicable regulations and codes.

Section 3. In view of all of the evxdence, the Clty of Auburn Historic Design Review
Commission finds the following:

1. The project is Categorically Exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) per Section 15061 (b)(3).
2. The project is consistent with the Historic Preservauon Architectural Design Guidelines.

Section 4. In view of all of the evidence and based on the foregoing findings and
conclusions, the City of Auburn Historic Design Review Commission hereby recommends
approval of the Historical Resource Nomination Process for the Auburn Register of
Historic Places attached herewith as Atfachment 1.

Section 5. In view of all the evidence and based on the foregoing findings and
conclusions, the City of Auburn Historic Design Review Commission, upon motion by
Commissioner L and seconded by Commissioner : hereby

recommends approval of the Historical Resource Nomination Process for the Auburn

- Register of Historic Places listed above and carried by the following vote:

 Page 1of2
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AYES: -
.NOES: -
. ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 5® day of March 2013.

Chairman, Historic Design Review Commission
of the City of Auburn, California

ATTEST:
Community Development Department

Page 2 of 2
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ATTACHMENT 1

_NOMINATION PROCESS FOR AUBURN REGISTER OF HISTORIC RESOURCES

Section 1 Purpose ‘
Section2 . . DesignationProcess = . . . . . .

ectior ~ Application Information ' ,

ction4  Criteria for Historic Resource Desxgnatlon :

Section 5 Procedures to Amend or Rescmd Desngnatnon ofa Hlstonc Resource

_ Sectionl | Purpose. .

The City of Auburn recognizes the importance of historically significant resources and -

-hereby establishes the following guxde!mes, procedures, and criteria by which a
_property owner shaﬂ have the rlght to file an apphcatlon to declare their property as
havmg specxal hrstoncal sngmﬁcance to the City of Aubum and to des:gnate the property

, on the Auburn Re ‘ster Of.HlStOTIC Resources

Section2  Designation Process.

The following process will be used to review and designate historic resources:

(A) Appllcatlon . A,request to desrgnate a property. for the Auburn Register may be
' ] ittal of a complete ‘application

(B) Stay of Work Whlle an apphcatton is bemg consu ered by the Ctty, noéwork shall
be conducted that would require Historic Des;gn Review Commtssuon approval in

accordance thh Section 159.497(C){1). ..

{C) . Review by Community Development Department. Upon submittal of a.complete
- apphcation, the Community Development Department shall review an applzcation
against the gmdelmes and criteria of this resolution.

(D) "HDRC Review. The Historic Design‘Review Commission shall hold a public hearing
to review and recommend approval of, in whole or in part, or disapproval of the

. application for designation in writing to the City Council, setting forth the reasons
"for the decns:on Pubhc No’uce for the heanng shall be prowded pursuant to

Sectxon 2(H} below.

(E) City Council Review and Action. After receiving the Historic Design Review
Commission’s recommendations, the City Council shall review the request for
designation and may pass a resolution to approve the recommendations in whole
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or in part, or may by motion disapprove them in their entirety. Public Notice for
the hearing shall be provided pursuant to Section 2{H) below. The City Council's -

} decision shall be provided to the applicant in writing.

(F)

(G)

(H)

Add to Register. Properties designated by the City Council shall be added to the
Auburn Register of Historic Resources by the Community Development
Department. The Register shall clearly identify the des:gnatecl historical resource
category applied to the property.

Recording Requirements. All historic designations in the City of Auburn shall be
officially recorded with the property deeds at the Placer County Recorder’s Office,
The recorded information on the property deed shall state:

“The property identified as (insert street name and address) also
identified as Assessor’s Parcel No. {Insert APN) was designated as a
(insert designation category — Historic Building; Point of Historic interest;
Historic Land Site) by the City of Auburn City Council on (insert month,
day and year). As a designated historic property in the City of Auburn,
this ‘property is subject to the rules and regulations set forth in the
Historic Preservation Ordinance identified as Section 159.490 et. seq. of
the Auburn Municipal Code. '

R TP

Notice of Public Hearing. Notice of date, place, time, ai‘iu purpose of hearing shall
be prowded in accordance with Section 159.460 et. seq., excepting that notice
shall be provided to persons owning property within 100 feet of the affected .
property. Failure to receive notice of such hearing shall in no way effect the

validity of the action taken.’

Section 3 Application Information.

An application for hlstonc des:gnatlon of property shall include  the followmg

")

(B)

information:

A completed .app'licatibn form as provided by the Community Development
Department.

Such_ additional information, as specified on forms provided by the Department,
that an informed decision can be rendered using the criteria established by this
resolution. The application information shall include, but not be limited to the

following:

1. An adequately developed historic context, including identified property type ’
according to the Guidelines for Preservation Planning in the Secretary of the



ATTACHMENT 1

lnterlor s Standards and Guidelines for the Treatment of Historic Properties.
2. Sufficient information about the appearance, condmon and associative
va!ues of the property to be evaluated to: cT :

. & . Accurately, locate the property, . Do
ii. Classify it as to historic resource type (e g Hxstonc Building; Point of
... Histaric Interest; Historic Land Site); = :
ili. Compare its features or characteristics wzth those expected for its
historic type;
_iv.  Define the physical extent of the historic resource;
v. _'Descrtbe the- pertinent and. s:gnn‘" cant h:stoncal contexts of the
historic resource; .. .. . T I AR
vi. Assess the integrity of the hlstonc resource relatuve to that needed to
... representthe context; and, e
vu ;_Ad_ditlonal mformatlon as, determlned necessary by the City of
. Auburn, oL b

Section4  Criteria for Historic Résdiirbé Désiignétion. o

" A hxstonc resource may be des&gnated on __he Auburn Reglster |f the resource meets any
one of the following criteria of significance thhm a ngen hlstonc context and retains its

hlstorlcal integrity. .

o (A) . Assocnated w:t ’ events that made a sxgnn‘” cant contnbutlon #o the broad patterns
of Auburn’s HlStOl’\/
. {B) , Associated with the lives.of persons significant in Aubum s past.
{C) Embodies the d:stmctuve _characteristics . of a- type, period, or method of
"_;_'A;___,_constructlon, or that represents .the work of-a master;, or that possesses high
 artistic values; or that represents a significant.and distinguishable entity whose
. components may lack individual distinction.
(D) . Has yielded, or may be Jikely to. ylefd lnformatlon xmportant to Auburn’s history or
. prehistory. . . . -
(E) Retains . aspects of mtegrlty such .as:. Iocatlon des:gn, setting, materials,
workmanship, or assocrat:on PR :
(F} Achieved s:gnxf:cance within the past 50 years nc 1t is of exceptxona[ importance.

Section 5 Procedures to Amend or Rescind Designation of a Historic Resource.

-{A) Grounds for Amendment or Rescission. Historic resources may be removed from
the Auburn Register of Historic Resources, or have their historic status amended, if

any of the following criteria are met:

1. The resource no longer meets the criteria for listing in the Auburn Register
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because the qua!ittes which caused it to be listed originally have been lost or

destroyed.
Additional lnformatton shows that the property does not meet the Auburn

Register criteria for ehglbslxty,
Errors in professional judgment as to whether the property meets the criteria

for eligibility have occurred;

. Prejudicial procedural errors in the nomination or hstmg process have
.occurred.

(B) Process to Amendment or Rescission. Historic resources may be amended or

removed from the Auburn Register by the City Council upon recommendatlon of
' the Hlstorlc Design Revnew Commlssaon as follows: :

1

Appllcatlon Application to amend or rescind a resource may be initiated by
the Community Developmerit Dlrector Historic Design Review Commission,
City Council, or by the owner of the property. -An application shall be
provided pursuant to Sectnon 3 above

Application Processing. An application for amendmen’c or rescission shall be
processed asin Sectlon 2, except as mod1f' ed herem

i Stay of Work While an apphcatlon for rescission being considered by
the City, no work shall be conducted that would require Historic Design
Review Commission approval in accordance with Section 159. 497(C){(1).

il. Amend Register. Following determination by the City Council to amend

- or rescind a historic resource, the Community Development

. Department shall revise the Auburn Register to clearly identify the
change of status for the historic resource. -

i, Recordmg Requirements. Following determination by the Crty Council
to amend or rescind a historic resource, the Commiunity Development
Department shall record the appropriate documentation to change the
property notification regarding the status for the historic resource.



